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It's June again, queer pride month, and with the 
season comes a fresh wave of exclusionary rheto- 
ric being spread in the name of PR. Some queer 
folks, less versed in the history and sentiments of 
pride that predate the capitalist co-optation of our 
protest, have adopted ideas that come from an 
idea that pride is meant to make us "respectable." 
There are bi/pan lesbian exclusionists, fights over 
perceived "problematic" pride flags, and most re- 
cently (as of this writing) people are condemning 
the presence of kink at pride. These issues run 
deep, and to consider kink at pride, we need to 
look into the history of the protest itself. 


THE FIRST PRIDE 


June 28th, 1969. The famous riot at the Stonewall 
Inn. While not the first instance of queer revolt, 
Stonewall was a pivotal moment in queer history. 
Through the 50s and 60s, LGBT people faced in- 
tense repression and criminalization of their exis- 
tence, 

with laws banning flirting, cops practicing entrap- 
ment to catch gay men, and frequent raids of gay 
bars nationwide. 


The 'homophiles, a movement starting roughly 
in the 50's, sought to show that “we are just like 
you’ that gay people are respectable and could 
be assimilated into greater society. This is what 
we currently call 'respectability politics'- the idea 
that if we simply present ourselves as respect- 
able, as “non-degenerates’ that cishet society 
will accept us with open arms. This approach 
started to lose favor in the late 60's as LGBT 
people grew tired of the intense repression they 
faced from every facet of society. 





In that early June morning, police raided the 
Stonewall Inn. It was a regular occurence, more 
specifically targeting trans women—female offi- 
cers would bring anyone dressed femme into 
the bathroom to check for 'crossdressers,' and 
anyone appearing to be physically male but 
dressed femme would be arrested. | won't go far 
into the details of that night, but it marked the 
end of respectability politics, and the beginning 
of queer revolt. Notably, importantly, it was 
members of the leather and kink community 
who stood side-by-side with drag queens and 
trans women in fighting the cops at Stonewall! 
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OLDING HANDS 


As recently as 2003, there were anti-sodomy laws 
across the country that banned having gay sex, 
even in private. In many states, these laws went as 
far as to make it a felony to have gay sex in the pri- 
vacy of your own home. Needless to say, expres- 
sions of love between same-sex couples were a big 
taboo in public. In the 50s and 60s, undercover cops 
would flirt with men, entrap them, into agreeing to a 
date or sex—at which point they would be arrested. 
The Gay Liberation movement fought hard for the 
right to exist as gay and queer people in public 
spaces. Even into the 2010s, many didn't support 
the privilege for gays to be able to kiss and hold 
hands in public! The past decade saw a rapid shift in 
this opinion after the legalization of gay marriage 
and the recent thrust of LGBT visibility into the 
mainstream, but this victory was a long time in the 
making. It's easy to forget, especially for younger 
queers, how recently it was taboo for a gay couple to 
simply share a romantic kiss. the end of the queer 
community by repression or death. 
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Queerbashing hasn't gone away, either. While the 
law allows us to be loud and proud now, we still 
live with caution, not knowing if we'll have to fight 
for our lives when we go outside. A historical justifi- 
cation for this taboo has been the idea that 'we 
don't want to see that.' Kissing in public was (and 
for many, still is) a violation of their presumed right 
to be in public without being exposed to weird shit. 
To kiss where kids could see could get you 
screamed at by Karen, berated for exposing kids 
to your perversion. To those who oppose queer 
rights, we are degenerates. Perverts. They see our 
deviation from cisheterosexuality as a shameful 
fetish to be kept behind closed doors. There's no 
appeasing this sort, as some try to do, because 
while they veil their hate in weaker language, they 
are master of the moving goalpost: If you meet 
their criteria for respectability, they will come up 
with some new reason not to let you assimilate. In- 
stead of starting with admitting they think queer 
people should be repressed, they'll use more so- 
cially-acceptable excuses at first, (Think of the chil- 
dren!) but they will never be satisfied with anything 
other than the end of the queer community by re- 
pression or death. 


KINK AT PRIDE 


So why continue to entertain their bullshit? Now 
that pride parades are big, capitalist affairs, and 
being queer becomes more and more accepted, 
they have continued their opposition and man- 
aged to impart this idea of respectability into the 
minds of younger queer folks. Instead of kissing 
in public, now the boogeyman is kink in public! 
Just what do they mean by that? There's this 
prevailing implication that people are having sex 
at pride parades, but that's simply not true. That 
strawman is being used to condemn the pres- 
ence of any kink elements at pride whatsoever. 
Leather, collars, leashes, pups, these things are 
not inherently sexual, and don't even imply 
nudity, but are now being condemned as not 
suitable for childrens' eyes, or as a violation of 
the public's consent. I'll get back to that, but let's 
take consider the history of kink at pride pro- 
tests and celebrations first. 








First off, sure, kink isn't exclusive to the realm of 
the queer. CisHets certainly participate, and the 
greater BDSM community is not inherenily LGBT 
by any means. But kink is deeply rooted in the 
history of Pride. Leather fetishists formed their 
own subset of the LGBT community, with leather 
daddies and leatherwomen making a culture of 
their own. Hanky code arose, a subile way for 
gay men to signal their kinks (and role in bed) to 
other gays. Leather and kink culture were in- 
grained in the queer community years before 
Stonewall. The first gay leather bar in the US 
opened in 1958 in Chicago, and the first in San 
Francisco in 1961. It's safe to say that kink has 
always played a part in the queer community's 
struggle, and to eliminate the presence of kink at 
pride celebrations would be to erase a major 6 
facet of LGBT history. 90 


HOW CONSENT WORKS IN PUBLIC SPACES 


What's being used as the main reasoning for this 
opposition to kink at pride is a concept | call "con- 
sent to witness'— it's the idea that a person must 
consent to seeing the things they see in public. To 
break that down, we must first consider the idea of 
consent itself. A quick google search brings up a 
simple definition: "permission for something to 
happen or agreement to do something." Let's 
break that down. To consent to something, you 
must agree to it without pressure or coercion. You 
consent to things that happen to you, or are done 
to you, or that you do with someone. But what 
about seeing things in public? 





Generally, there's a consensus that you can't 
control what other people say or wear in public, 
as per freedom of speech. But when the subject 
pivoted to gays kissing in public, for a historic ex- 
ample, this changed. Suddenly the sensibilities 
of the people around you are more important 
than your own free existence. The cisHets *didn't 
consent* to seeing you kiss your partner. Par- 
ents would be outraged as you "violated their 
and their kids' consent" by being gay where they 
could see you. How were they supposed to ex- 
plain two girls kissing to their kids? What if their 
kids started (from their perspective) acting gay 
or wanting to crossdress? 


In the same way, people *don't consent* to 
seeing us wear a collar, or a pup mask, or a 
chest harness, etc etc. Nonsexual things, mind 
you. Tame things. Fuck them! They have no right 
to control how we act or dress, as they've tried 
for decades. Now we can wear dresses! And 
now we will wear collars. Honestly, explaining 
these things to kids is as easy as explaining gay 
couples was. Billy, sometimes grown ups like to 
play pretend in weird ways, that you'll under- 
stand when you're older. Not hard, is it? This 
idea that random strangers have *veto power* 


over our actions or clothing is an inherently au- 
thoritarian one. Would you let someone tell you 
that you can't wear a certain color of shoes? 
Fuck no! Don't let anyone tell you not to wear a 
collar, a leash, hell wear a god uu F 
damn gimpsuit if it suits you. | 
Let them seethe, just as they 
did while we kissed and 
showed our queer colors in 
the light of day. 


This idea can be taken much, 
much further. As nudists 
point out, nudity itself is not 
inherently sexual. Our bodies 
have been sexualized by 
centuries of puritan repression, but take a look 
at other species for a model of how much mod- 
esty actually matters—it doesn't. As things 
stand today, some things can be traumatizing 
for others *because* of this repression, this in- 
sidious idea that sex and our bodies are things 
to be hidden away in locked rooms, never to 
see the light of day. This culture of repression 
leaves children vulnerable, as parents refuse to 
teach them about consent and sex early on, 
which would help them catch when someone is 
grooming them for example. 





This sexual repression that the puritans brought 
upon the world has made the world a bit worse. 
We must fight to undo it, to educate people, to 
bring about a world where kink is seen for the 
beauty that it is rather than some depraved per- 
version to be kept behind locked doors--just like 
us. 


So, in closing, MORE kink at pride! Normalize 
the fuck out of it! Wear collars, wear leather, 
wear god damn dominatrix outfits! And to the 
naysayers, | say: Suck my dick! 
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